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I. 


ASCHINIS Socratici Dialogi tres 
Grece & Latine, ad quos acceffit quarti 
Latinum Fragmentum. Vertit & Notis 
illuftravit JOANNES CLERICUS ; 
cujus & ad calcem additz funt SILVA 
PHILOLOGICA, in quibus multa 
Veterum Grecorum & Latinorum Scrip- 
torum loca explicantur, aut emendantur. 
Liber Primus , cum omnium Indicibus 
neceflariis. Amftelodami, apud Petrum 
de Coup Bibliopolam. 1711. 


That is , Three Dialogues of {chines , a 
Difciple of Socrates, in Greek and Latin, 
( with a Latin Fragment of a Fourth ) 
tranflated and illuftrated with Notes by 
JOHN LE CLERC; to which he has 
added a Mifcellany of Philological Remarks, 
wherein many Paffages of feveral Greek 
and Latin Authors are explain’d or mend- 
éd. Amfterdam, 1711. i Otavo. 


pagg. 275. 


Informed the Publick in the XXXVILIth Sheet of 
thefe Memoirs, that this Book was in the Prefs at 
Amfterdam. It has been newly publifh’d, and is de- 

dicated to the Earl of Sunderland. 


Among the Spurious Dialogues of Plasto, there are 
fome which the Ancients afcribeto Afchines. M. le Clere 
has thought fic to reprint Three of them from Hemry Ste- 
phens's Edition, as being the moft corre&t; and becaufe 
the former Tranflations do not always exprefs the true 
Senfe of the Author, or depart too much from the Greek, 
he has made a new Verlion, that will be of great Ufe to 
thofe, who are not weil skill'd in the Greek Language. 
The Firft Dialogue is entitled, De Virtute, an deceri poffit. 
U'bether Virtue can be tauzht? The Second, Eryxias, vel 


Erafiftratus, de Divitiis, an fint bone Whether Riches are 

a good thing? The Third, Axiochus , five de Morte, an fit 
simenda. Whether Death ought to be feared ? Thofe three 

Dialogues, and a Latin Fragment of a Fourth taken from 

the Iit. Book of Cicero de Inventione Rhetorica, Chap. 31. 
are illuftrated with feveral Notes of the Learned Editor. 
He explains the Senfe of the Author, unravels feveral in- 
tricate Pafflages, and, by the Help of Hiftory , gives no 
fmall Light to thofe ingenious Dialogues. The Life of 
chines, written by Diogenes Laertius, is prefixed to this 
Book, with feveral Notes of Cafsubon and Menagius up- 
on it. 

M. Ie Clere informs us, that he has many Menseer tit 
Remarks among his Colle&tions. He has publifh’d fome 
of them in this Volume, under the Title of Silve« Philo- 
logice ; and if they are acceptable to the Readers, he will 
from time to time communicate to the Publick feveral 
Obfervations of that kind. He owns that many Ré- 
marks, contain’d in this firft Book, are more like Con. 
jeGtures than Demonftrations ; and declares that he does 
not pretend to afcribe to them a greater Degree of Pro- 
bability than what they have. Thefe Silve Philologice 
confift of X. Chapters. 


I. The firft is entitled de HumanioribusLittiris. Mle Cler 
underftands by thofe Words particularly the Knowledge 
of the Greek and Roman Antiquity; and is of Opinion 
that this Knowledge thould be attended with the Stud 
of Oriental Languages , efpecially the Hebrew, and wit 
the Reading of the beft Books written in the modern 
Tongues. Several Pertons, fays the Author, are apt to 
ask, why the Knowledge of the Greck and Roman Anti- 
quity is call'd Human Learning ; becaufe they obferve 
that many of thofe who apply themfelves to it, have not 
more Humanity and Politenefs than others ; but on the 
contrary, appear fometimes lefs human and polite than 
illiterate People. Neverthclefs, continues he, thé Afci- 
ent Kemans were perfuaded, that the Reading of Poets 
and Hiftorians did very much contribute to Politenefs: 
They believed that the Greek Tongue was to be learn’d 
by young People, not merely to underftand: or fpedk 
that Language, but to make a good Ufe of the fine 
Thoughts of the Grecians, and to improve their Minds. 
The fame ought to be faid of thé Latin Liceratare, whicli 
was alfo cultivated by the Romans, “The Author proceeds 
to thew; that the Chiéf Defign of tliofe who ftudy Philo- 
logy , fhould be to learn Litings , and not Words; to 
judge of the Truth and Falfty of wharetiicy read; and 
to be betrer qualified co-diftharge the Duties of their fe- 


verel Stations. This gives the Author Occafion to de- 


fcribe feveral Philologérs in very black Colours. IT the 
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not tranfcribe any Part of his Defcription ; but only ob- 


ferve chat Ifaac Casaubon , Gerard John Voffius, john Schef-_ 


ferus, Sirmondus, Grevius, the late Baron de Spanheim, anc 
M. Cuper, are placed by the Author in the Lift of chote 
Learned Men, whofe Learning is attended with great 
odefty. : 

mat leClere does not blame thofe, who being Profeflors 
of Philology, make it their chief Study ; but he thinks, 
others fhould ufe that Sore 6f Learning for the Improve- 
ment of Stiences, fuch as Philofophy, Mathematicks, 
the Civil Law, Divinity, Polisicks , @&e. Thus Julius 
Cafar and Cicero, having apply‘d themfelves to the Sru- 
dy of Polite Learning, madé ufe of it to qualify them- 
felves for the Government of the Commonwealth , to 
plead before the Senate and the People, dc. and got an 
immortal Glory by their Excellent Works relating to Hi- 
ftory, Rhetorick, Philofophy and Politicks, Among the 
Moderns , Erafmus, Budeus , Scaliger , Cafaubon, Grotius, 
Thuanus , Voffius, Gaffendus, Mr. Selden, Petavius, Bachart, 
and many others, not contented to underftand the Anci- 
ent Greek and Latin Authors, applied that Knowledge to 
feveral Sciences ; as it appears from their Performances 
in Hiftory, Chronology, the Civil Law, Oc. and from 
their Commentaries, and other Works upon the Holy 
Scripture. F 

The Author fays, in the next place, that thofe who ap- 
ply themfelves to the Study of Polite Learning , fhould 
particularly endeavour to be the better for it. They 
fhould learn to be modeft , and equitable, to envy or 
{peak ill of no body , to value every thing according to 
its Worth, to follow the good Advices that are given 
them, and to get a Reputation, not by defaming others, 
-but rather beftowing due Praifes upon them, and ex- 
prefling fome Indulgence for their Miftakes. Whoever 
takes a contrary Courfe, caftsa Blemifh upon the Bedes 
Lettres, and expofes them to the Publick Contempt. 

M. le Clerc adds, that the Study of Philology fhould 
be attended with fome Knowledge of Philofophy , and 
particularly of Logick and Morals ; for want of which 
feveral Learned Criticks argue wrong, and tranfgrefs the 
Rules of Probity. : 

Laftly, He obferves that it is alfo neceffary for a Phi- 
Jologer to have fome Skill in moft other Sciences, with- 
out which he will hardly underftand the beft Writers, 
and even thofe that are moft commonly read. This Ob- 
fervation is very judicious, and ought to be confider’d by 
thole who are apt to undervalue Critical Learning. °Tis 
certain, that a Critick ought to have an Univerfal Know- 
ledge, befides a Solid Judgment, and a great Sagacity, to 
diftinguifh himfelf from the Crowd of Philologers. 


II. The Second Chapter is a kind of Differtation up- 
on the firft Dialogue of Afchines, and will be of great 
Ufe to underftand that Work, and fome Dialogues of 
Plato. The Queftion treated of in that Dialogue is this, 
Whether Virtue ("Aperi) can be taught ? M. le Clerc ex- 
plains the Ambiguity of the Word ’Apev , and thews in 
what Senfe it ought to be underftood : He makes feveral 
judicious Obfervations upon the Subjeé of that Piece ; 
and it will not be improper to read this Chapter before 
the Dialogue. 


Ill, Socrates makes the Subje& of the third Chapter. 
The Author obferves that the Philofophy of that great 
Man cannot be well underftood , without knowing the 
Character and Manners of the Greeks , particularly of the 
Athenians, in his time. The Cities of Greece were then 
under a Democratical or Ariftocratical Government ; and 
Eloquence being of great ufe to work upon the Senate or 
thePeople,thofe who had a mind to raife themfelves,grew 
very fond of it. The Sophifts took hold of that Oppor- 
tunity: They fet up for Teachers of Eloquence,and were 
admired by young People Thofe Men ipoke with great 
Eloquence, but wanted Solidity. The Greeks, efpecially 
the Athenians, were vain and felf-conceited. The latter 
pretended to exceed all other Nations in Wit and Learn- 
ing. All manner of Vices prevailed among them, pro- 
ceeding not only from a long’courfe of Profperity, but 
alfo from the wrong Notions of the Gods, entertain’d by 
the Poets, and the People. Such was the State of 4- 
thens, when Secrates undertook to reform his Fellow-Citi- 
zens, The better to fucceed in his Noble Defign, he ufed 
to fpeak Ironically ; which Cisere expreffes in the following 
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Manner. Socrates ( fays he, Academ. Quel. Lib. IV. 5.) 
de fz ipfe detrabens in difputatione, plus tribuebat iss, Ques v0 
lebat refcllere. Itaque cum aliud diceret quam fentiret, Liber. 
ter uti folitss eft ea diffimulatione , quam Grecit dpwveiay yo. 
cant. Sometimes that Great Man declared he would be 
the Difciple of thofe, who pretended to know what they 
were.ignorant of ; hoping that by that means he might 
beget in them a Senfe ef Modefty. At other times he 
would fay he knew not the thing that wag in debate ; ang 
expreis’d a great defire of enquiring into the Truth of it, 
and helping others in thac Enquiry. He never grew an. 
gry with thofe,who had a flow Apprehenfion, or appear'd 
obftinate, though their Anfwers were never fo proud and 
foolifh ; but he endeavoured with great Humanity and 
Gentlenefs to quicken, and bring them off from their Er. 
rors. Sometimes , to put off the Character of a Mafter 
and a Learned Man, he difcourfed carelefly,and ufed a ve. 
ry mean Stile. M. le Clere proves the feveral Parts of this 
Method of Socrates, by many Paflages of Plate, Xenophon 
Piutarch, &c. whereby it appears that he is very much 
Converfant in thole Ancient Authors. 

Socrates, that great Philofopher, that excellent Moralift 
has been accufed of the unnatural Sin. M. le Clere looks 
upon it as a horrid Calumny, and undertakes to Clear him 
from that Crime. Can any one believe, fays he , that a 
Man ill-cloathed, bare-footed, old, and fo deformed, that 
he was compared with the Satyrs, and Sileni, would have 
been able to debauch Rich and Noble Young Men ? 

The Readers will find in this Chapter fome other things 

concerning the Method of Socrates. The Author pro- 
ceeds to give an Account of his Religion and Morals, 
That Philofopher ( fays he ) worfhipp’d a Supreme God, 
and many inferior Beings raifed above the Condition of 
Human Nature. The Gods of the Grecians were fictiti. 
ous Beings; but the Philofophers thought they might 
ufe the Names afcribed tothem , to denote invifible and 
eternal Spirits, by which the World was govern’d under 
the Direétion of the Supreme Being. Thole Philofophers 
ought not to be taxed with little Religion upon fuch an 
Account, fince they had no Revelation about it, Ui nox 
Sunt, etiamnum hodie, ( fays M. le Clerc, ) qui dum fentiunt 
cum Eruditis, cum Vulgo tamen loguuntur. As for the Mos 
rality of Socrates, one may judge of its Purity by thefe 
Two Maxims, 1. That no Man ought to revenge an In- 
jury. 2. That one ought to fuffer Death rather than do 
any thing contrary to Virtue. 
Socrates fays, {peaking of his Genras, “ A certain De- 
mon, allotted to me by God, has accompanied me, ever 
** fince I wasa Child. Itis a Voice , which always de- 
** ters me from doing what F would do, but never advifes 
me todo any thing”, M. le Clerc, confidering that 
God’s Providence watch’d not only over the ews, but 
alfo over all Nations, believes that the fame Providence 
raifed fome great Men in fome Countries , fuch as Confu- 
cius in China, and Socrates at Athens, to promore Virtue 
among Men, and hinder them from running into all 
manner of Vices. ‘To that eud,God aflign’d a Guardian 
Angel to Socrates, with alimited Power , confifting only 
in advifing him not to do fome things, that might prove 
prejudical to him. The remaining Part of this Chapter 
concerns the Death of that Philofopher. 


‘c 


é¢ 


IV—X. Icannot enlarge upon the following Chapters ; 
and therefore I fhall only give a general Notion of: them. 
In the Vth, the Author explains a Paflage of Phedrus, 
Lib. I. Fab. v. The Vehis entitl'd, de fignificationibus ve- 
cis Linn & loquutionis Aixas Stvae x aalery. In the Vth 
M. le Clerc endeavours to explain an Epigram of Calfimae 
chus, Inthe VIlIth he illuftrates fome Paflages of Petrs- 
nius, and obferves, among other things, upon thee 
Words, 


Primus in orbe Deos fecit timor, ardua coelo 
Fulmina cum caderent, Oc. 


that Democritus ¢ is the firft,who advanced fuch an impious 
Saying. Quod (fays M. le Clerc) wom omififent adnotare Pes 
tromii Editores, fi feiviffent. The Paflage of Democritus de- 
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ferves to be compared with that of Perrenius. M. le Clerc 
adds to it another Paflage of Ariftorle relating to the fame 
Subject; and then makes this Obfervation. Hifre poturt 
iLufirari quam optime Petronii locus ; fed funt delicatali nofirs 
Grammatifte , aut veterum Poetarum infelice? Simia 5 nec 
Philofophos legere fuftinent. The Readers will find fome 
Paflages of Cebes's Pifure illuftrated in the Vilich Chap- 
ter. Some Paflages of Maximus Tyrius are explain’d and 
mended in the 1Xth , where M. /e Clere iriforms us thac 
his Conjecture upon the word a@yveav at the end of the 
X1Xth Differtation of that Author,which he reads # 2y- 
yoray, is confirmed by the Manufcript of the Great Duke 
of Tufcany , from which all the Editions have been made. 
Laftly , the Xth Chapter contains a Correttion of a Paf- 
fage of Arifterle, with fome Obfervations upon ir. 


M. le Clere needs not doubt but that his Silve Philologi- 
ce will be acceptable to tchePublick. [hope he will fhortly 
publifh che Second Part, 
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AN EXPLICATION of Two 
Ancient Stenes, one of which is lodged in 
the King’s Cabinet, and the other in the 
Cabinet of M. Bourdaloue, lately engraved 
by Mademoifelle le Hay. By Father 
TOURNEMINE, a Fefuit. 


LL thofe, who have a relifh for the beautiful Works 

of the Ancients, will be glad to hear that Mrs. de 

Hay continues in her mea 3 of rendring the admirable 

Beauties of many Ancient Stones more common and more 

fenfible, tho her Performances have beema little criticized. 

She gave aright Judgment about thofe Difputes , which 

are io frequent in the Commonwealth of Learning : Cri- 

ticifms vanifh away ; butthofe Works, that deferve to be 

immortalized, will be infallibly tranfmieted to future 
Ages. 


The Two Anticks fhe has lately engraved , are not in- 
ferior to thofe fhe has already publifh’d. 


The Cornelian Scone, lodged in the Cabinet of M. Bour- 
dalouz, feems to me to have been engraved for Alexander 
by the famous Pyrgoteles. The Pertection of the Work 
difcovers immediately the Hand of that excellent Artift ; 
but the Intelligence of the Figures reprefented upon that 
Stone, is a convincing Proof that it was wrowght by Pyr- 
geteles, and defign’d for that Prince, 


A Woman puts her left Foot upon a Man’s Head cut 
off from his Body , and ftrives to detain a Warrior, who 
parts from her with Horror. This will eafily bring into 
ones Mind a noble Aétion of Alexander, mention’d by 
Quintus Gurtius, Book VIII. Ch. 3. 


Spitamenes, a Friend to the perfidious Reffar, who mur- 
thered Darius, believing that one might betray a Frayror 
without any Crime, apprehended him, and delivered him 
to Alexander. Being foon after difcontented with that 
Prince, who never raifed perfidious Men, he did not 
prove more faithful to him than to Beffur. He caufed an 
infurre&tion in Baériana, and was fo tuccefsful as to ftop 
the courfe of Alexander's Viktories, and cut im pieces a 
Body of Twelve Thoufand Foot, and Three hundred 
Horfe, that were fent againft him. The Conqueror of 
Afia, being bufy in other Parts, diffembled his Lofs , and 
refolved to revenge himfelf fome other time : The time 
of doing it was come ; but , it was no eafy thing to fne- 
ceed in that Attempt. Spitamenes, who knew the Coun- 
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try , fled before Alexander through impratticable ways, 
and could not be overtaken by his Troops. The Wife of 
Spitamenes , being weary of fucha hard Flight , ufed all 
her Charms and lntereit with her Husband , to perfuade 
him to fubmit to Alexander , and rely on his Clemency. 
Spitamenes, who was extremely fond of her, began to en- 
tertain fome Sufpicions of her Faichfulnefs , and believed 
fhe hoped to pleafe che Conqueror of dfs. His Love 
was changed into Fury , and he would have kill’d her, 
had not his Brothers-in-Law put a ftop to his Violence. 
He endeavoured to reconcile himfelf with his Wife ; 
but that Woman, who was perhaps Guilty of the Ambi- 
tious Defign of which her Husband fufpe&ted her, re- 
membring the Danger the had been expofed ro, refolved 
to prevent him: She kill’d him , and carried his Head to 
Alexander. That Prince, going out of his Tent, far from 
being moved with her Charms, was ftruck with Indig- 
nation at the Sight of fucha barbarous Prefent, though 


it put anéndto the War, and expell’d her from the 
Camp. 


I think it will not be denied, that fuch a noble AGion 
deferved to be immortalized by Pyrgoteles. 


The Jafper, lodged in the King’s Cabinet, is a Piece of 
Workmanfhip little inferior to the other; and the Enigm, 
reprefented upon it, is very ingenious, The Goddefs of 
the Night comes out of a Wood, and prefents fome Pop- 
pies to a young Man : Three Figures are placed behind 
the Goddefs of the Night, an Old Man, a Woman, and 
a young Man: They feem to be drowfy : The Old Man 
lets fall the Poppies he held in his Hands ; and the young 
Man has fome in his Left Hand. 


The moft Remarkable Things in that Jafper, are the 
Figures of the Goddefs of the Night, and of the young 
Man, into whofe Hands fhe puts the Poppies, One can 
hardly doubt, that Fasffina and Comm have been re- 
prefented upon that Antick: Several Perfons well skilPa 
in this fort of Curiofities, could not deny it, having com- 
par’d with great Application that Stone with feveral Me- 
= very neat and well preferved, of that Emprefs and 

er Son, 


I proceed to give an Account of my Conje&ures occa- 
fion’d by that Refemblance. That Stone was probably 
engraved in the Year 175, when Marcus 4urelias declared 
Commodus, much at the fame time, Princeps Fuventutis and 
Augeftus : It was a proper Time to reprefent that Prince 
under the Figure of a Rifing Sun, that was going to 
reign. The Refemblance of Fauftina with the Goddefs 
of the Night , difcovers fomething more malicious in it. 
The Emprefs had the Art of lulling the Emperor afleep 
about many Things, efpecially about her Behaviour : 
Poppies are a natural Symbol of that Power of Fau« 


Hina. 


Commodus had already made himfelf. known: Ever 
body thought he was more like his Mother chan his 
Father ; and that the Philofophical’ Emperor would 
fhew a blind Love, or the fame Indolence for his Son 
as for his Wife. The Perfon who caufed that Stone to 
be engraved , could not refift the Temptation of repre- 
hepa Ager it what he thought of the Imperial Fami- 
ly. e did it without any Danger : The Symbols 
were very noble; and at firft fight one could perceive 
nothing in them but a Rifing Sun, to which the God- 
defs of the Night yields the Empire of the World. 


Perhaps it will be faid, that Feuftins could not be very 
well pleafed to eppear, upon that Stone, refigning the 
Supreme Power to her Son. But a Mother could not 
be very much concern’d for it : Befides, it may be, thac 
the Stone was not engraved till after the Death of Fau- 
fiina;, who died that very Year 175. two or three Months 
after her Son had been made a Partner of the Empire. 


PARIS. 
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PARTS. 


de Vaux, a Famous Surgeon of this City , has 
Wi. publifh’d a Tranflation of a Treatife concerning 
the Venereal Difeafe, written by Charles Mufitan, a Phyfi- 


cian of Naples. 


Traité de la Maladie Venerienne , G des remedes qui con- 
viennent a fa guerifon. De Charles Mufitan , Medecin de Na- 
ples. Nowvellement traduit , avec des Remarques , par M.D. 
V*** Maitre Chirurgien Juré deParis. Trevoux. 1711. Two 
Tomes in 12. 


This Treatife is a {mall Work, which Charles Mufitan, 
a Phyfician very much celebrated for the Cure of Vene- 
real Diftempers, publifh’'d fome Years ago inLatin, at the 
end of his Body of Surgery. The Tranflator obferves, 
that it is one of the beft Books we have upon thofe Di- 
feafes, no Author having been fo particular in defcribing 
the Symptons which attend that dangerous Illnefs. Tho 
this Work be never fo valuable, M. de Vaux has improved 
it by feveral critical Remarks, to hinder young Surgeons 
from blindly following fome Methods , which being ex- 
cellent in fome Countries, are not always fo in others. 
This Advertifement is neceffary to thofe, who fhall read 
this Treatife. Befides , ic ougit to be obferved , that if 
the true Opinions of Charles Mufitan , concerning the 
Virtue of the Remedies prefcribed by him, are carefully 
examined, it will appear that he confines their Efficacy to 
the radical Cure of the moft recent venereal Difeates, and 
toa mere Palliation of thofe that are inveterate. For, 
having highly commended the Remedies mention‘d*b 
him, he owns in the XIXth Chapter of the Third Part, 
that the Pains of that Diftemper are fometimes fo ftub- 
born, as not to be cured by Common or Chymical Reme- 
dies ; and therefore one muft have recourfe to Perfumes 
or Mercurial Un@tions , as the laft and moft powerful 
Remedies. But if thofe Un&tions and Perfumes, b 
caufing a Salivation, are, even by the Author's Confefii 
on, more powerful and efficacious to cure the obftinate 
Syptoms ofa venereal Diftemper,than all the otherRemedies 
he prefcribes ; the Surgeons of France do well to begin 
with the ufe of Mercury, fince it is the fafeft and moft in- 
fallible way of curing that Diftemper. Thofe, who fol- 
low another Method in this Countrey, are not fufficient- 
ly authorized therein by the Succefs of thofe Methods in 
Foreign Countries. "Tis well known that Difeafes ought 
to be differently cured, not only according to the Age 
and Conftitution of Sick People, but alfo according to 
the Difference of Climates. 

Charles Mufitan is particularly Famous for the Cure of 
Venereal Diteafes; which will appear the more furprizing, 
becaufe he is a Prieft ; for ‘tis not ufual for Priefts to pra- 
Gife Phyfick. M. de Vaax gives us a fhort Account of 
the Author’s Life, and fays, “‘ He met at firft with many 
‘© Oppofitions in the Practice of Phyfick, efpecially from 
* fonie devout Perfons, who, through a wrong Zeal , or 
rather out of Jealoufy, perfecuted that excellent Man, 
‘* by faying every where chat it was a fhameful thing for 
‘© a Prieft to vifit Women as a Phyfician, all Ecclefiafticks 
“ being abfolutely forbidden by the Canons to practice 
“ Phyfick. But he flighted thofe ill-grounded Reproaches, 
“and ftopp’d the Mouth of thofe Criticks, having ob- 
‘« tain’d from Pope Clement IX. a Licenfe to pra&tice Phy- 
‘* fick in all its extent. Some Perfons of a known Probi- 
“ ty, to whom he open’d his Heart without any referve, 
“ have publickly declared, that Muftan, far from ating 
* againft the Rules of Decency, by having Women un- 
“ der his Cure, confirmed himfelf more and more in rhe 
‘“* Pra@tice of Virtue, And indeed, if ir be an ufual 
‘thing for Phyficians, to conceive a great difguft for 


~~ 


“ Women, becaufe they are obliged by their Profcffion 
“ to know their moft fecret Infirmities ; how could Mufi. 
‘* tan, who refolved to live in Celibacy from his Youth, 
“ and always look'd upon Women with indifference, en- 
“ danger his Virtue by feeing them tull of Ulcers ? Per. 
“ haps fume morofe Readers will wonder I fhould fay, 
‘* that Mufiran behaved himlelf like U/yfes at the approach 
“+ of che Siremes, and even difcoverd a greater Power o. 
‘* ver himfelf. Let thofe Readers wonder alfo, that the 
“ Purity of his Life, and his other good Qualities, thould 
‘© have moved his Eminence M. Antony Pignatelli, Priett 
“* Cardinal of the Holy Rowan Church, and Archbifhop 
“ of Naples, to place him among thofe Confeffors, co 
‘“‘ whom he gave Power of abfolving Penitents in fuch 
“ Cafes as were referved to him. 

‘That Phyfician has avoided another Fault at leaft ag 
“‘ dangerous , I mean Avarice ; having always made jr 
“ his Bufinefs to ferve every body alike, and to do no. 
‘ thing that might bear an ill Conftru&ion. One cap. 
“ not tufficiently exprefs how charitable he has been ¢o 
‘“‘ the meaneft People : Far from asking them any Fee 
“ he always refufed to take any ; and when he vifired the 
“ Poor, he frequently affifted them with his own Mo. 
“ney. As for Rich People, he freely received their 
“ Fees ; but having a Natural Averfion for Pomp and 
“ Oftentation, he could never be perfuaded to comply 
‘« with the Defires of feveral Great Men, who would 
“‘ have him to converfe familiarly with them, and to 
““ come freely to their Houfes. Being contented with a 
“ Philofophical Life, he always defpifed Riches, look’d 
‘* upon the Favour of the Great as a vain empty thing 
“ and preferr’d the Satisfaction of beftowing fome time 
“upon his Studies to all other Pleafures, Laftly , he 
“ always made it his chief Bufinefs to confecrate his La- 
“ bours and his Pen to the Publick Good; his Works are 
“a plain Proof of it. That famous Phyfician is ftill 
“ living at Naples, being Sixty Years old, and enjoying 
“avery good Health. 


PADUA. 


T H E following Book has been lately printed, to 
fhew that Unborn Children ought to be bap- 
tized, 


Baptifma Puererum in uteris exiftentium affertum , quam- 
vis Theologi O° Canonifie antiqui per plura fa:ula hoc vel ne- 
gaverint , vel tacuerint. Differtatio Medice-Theologica, Au. 
thore P. D. Gabriele Gueldo Glerico Regulari, S.T. Profeffore, 
in 8vo. pag. 88. 


The Author enquires firft into the Time when that 
Queftion began to be debated. He fays, it was laid afide 
for a long time. He owns, it is contrary to the Opinion 
of the Ancient Divines and Canonifts; and Gabriel Biel, 
fays he, began about the latter end of the XVeh Century 
to doubt of the Negative Propofition, and Father Lews 
Schilder , a Writer of the laft Century , was the firft who 
maintain’d the Affirmative. In the next place, the Au- 
thor, as a Divine , confutes the Opinion of thofe, who 
pretend that a Child ought to be vifible , to be capable 
of Baptifm; and then, asa Phyfician, he fhews which 
way one muft go about to baptize Children, that hap- 
pen te be in this miferable Condition. 








_In the laft Sheet Page 199. Col. 1. Line 14. inflead of is ori- 
ginally, read, are originally. In the fame Page , Col. 2. 
Lin. 22. from the bottom, read remiyas. 
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